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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Appeal Brief filed 05/26/2006 to the 
original application filed 03/29/2001 . 

2. Claims 1-2, 4-9, 11-13, 15-20, and 22-26 are currently pending in this application. Claims 
3, 10, 14, and 21 have been canceled. Claims 1, 8, 12, 19, and 25 are independent claims. 

3. In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 05/26/2006, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new ground of rejection s set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the following 
two options: 

(a) file a reply under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 1 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply under 
37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(b) request reinstatement of the appeal. 



4. 



If reinstatement of the appeal is requested, such request must be accompanied by a 
supplemental appeal brief, but no new amendments, affidavits (37 CFR 1.130, 1.131 or 
1.132) or other evidence are permitted. See 37 CFR 1.193(b)(2). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, 
or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. 

The claims are directed to a signal directly or indirectly by claiming a medium and the 
Specification (page 20 line 28- page 21 line 8) recites evidence where the computer 
readable medium is define as a "wave" (such as signal bearing media, transmission-type 
media, light wave transmissions). In that event, the claims are directed to a form of 
energy which at present the office feels does not fall into a category of invention. The 
following link on the World Wide Web is for the United States Patent And Trademark 
Office (USPTO) policy on 35 U.S.C. §101. 

<http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/dapp/opla/preognotice/guidelinesl01 20051026. 
pdf> 
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Rejections - 35 USC§102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

8. Claims 1-2, 4, 12-13, and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Gross et al. (US 6,044,385, issued 03/28/2000). 

As to claim 1 ; 

Gross teaches method for magnifying a portion of a document in a browser on a client 
(e.g., an entire document displayed within a computer screen at one time on a global 
scale while providing the user with an enlarged view of a local area of interest, see 
Abstract & col. 3, lines 53-57), comprising: 

• presenting a first document in a first display in the browser on the client (e.g., A 
graphic representation of the entire document is then exhibited within the window; 
see Abstract /Sample document 123 can constitute a web page, as previously defined 
herein. Note that the term "web page " can be distinguished from 'pages 99 contained 
within a scrollable document such as sample document 123. Thus, sample document 
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123 can potentially include many individual "pages" within a single "web page"/ 
col 9, lines 20-38 & see Figs. 6 and 9)\ 

• generating a magnified display of the first document in memory at the client (e.g., 
Only a portion of sample document 123 is actually displayed within window 104; col. 
8, lines 47-49 & see Fig. 7); 

• displaying in a second display in the browser a selected portion of the magnified 
display corresponding to a selected portion of the first document (e.g., After the user 
"clicks" this particular portion of the entire sample document 132 ... text or graphics 
corresponding to the portion of entire same document chosen from lens bar are 
displayed within window; col. 10, lines 13-30 & see Fig, 8)\ 

• mapping the selected portion of the magnified display to a display space of the 
selected portion of the first document (e.g., The different font format of string text 124 
is an indication that the text is hyper-linked to "jump" to another document. When a 
user clicks on string text 124 with a mouse or other pointing device, the graphical 
user interface shifts the presently viewed sample document 123 to another hyper- 
linked document. Those skilled in the art will appreciate that sample document 123 
can be displayed within a web browser and can include "links" to other sites within a 
computer network such as the Internet; col. 9, lines 20-38/ col. 10, lines 56-67 & see 
Figs. 6 and 7)\ 

• response to receiving a request for an action within the second display; and 
performing the action with respect to the first document (e.g., a test is performed to 
determine whether or not the entire document can be displayed within the graphical 
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user interface window in which the web browser operates. If it is determined that the 
entire document is displayed within the graphical user interface window, then a lens 
bar is not necessary for this particular document and the user can utilize a normal 
scroll bar. Thus, the graphical user interface and web browser application continues 
to operate normally ... if it is determined that the entire document is too large to be 
displayed within the graphical user interface window, then the graphical user 
interface application provides a lens bar ...the entire document is displayed within 
the lens bar in its entirety. As illustrated at block 168, a portion of the document is 
displayed withiwthe lens portion of the lens bar according to a "normal" view; col 
11, lines 1-57 & see Fig. 9). 

As to claim 2: 

Gross teaches retrieving and displaying a second document corresponding to the link in 
the first display (e.g., the different font format of string text 124 is an indication that the 
text is hyper-linked to "jump" to another document. When a user clicks on string text 124 
with a mouse or other pointing device, the graphical user interface shifts the presently 
viewed sample document 123 to another hyper-linked document ... that sample document 
123 can be displayed within a web browser and can include "links" to other sites within a 
computer network such as the Internet; col. 9, lines 20-37 /A user can place a cursor over 
a particular portion of the document displayed within lens bar 130 and utilizing a 
pointing device such as a mouse, click that particular portion. The graphical user 
interface is thus instructed via this user input to display within lens portion 134 that 



Application/Control Number: 09/820,51 1 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2176 

portion of entire document 132 chosen with the pointing device. After the user "clicks" 
this particular portion of the entire sample document 132 within lens bar 130, text or 
graphics corresponding to the portion of entire sample document chosen from lens bar 
130 are displayed within window 105; col. 10, lines 13-30). 

As to claim 4: 

Gross teaches mapping the magnified portion to the first document (e.g., the different font 
format of string text 124 is an indication that the text is hyper-linked to "jump" to another 
document When a user clicks on string text 124 with a mouse or other pointing device, 
the graphical user interface shifts the presently viewed sample document 123 to another 
hyper-linked document. Those skilled in the art will appreciate that sample document 123 
can be displayed within a web browser and can include "links" to other sites within a 
computer network such as the Internet; col. 9, lines 20-38/ col. 10, lines 56-67 & see 
Figs. 6 and 7). 

As to claim 12: 

It is directed to an apparatus for performing the method of claim 1, and is similarly rejected 
under the same rationale. 

As to claims 13 and 15: 

They include the same limitations as in claim 2 and 4, respectively, and are similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 



Application/Control Number: 09/820,51 1 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2176 



As to claim 23: 

It is directed to a computer program product for implementing the method of claim 1, and is 
similarly rejected under the same rationale. 



As to claim 24: 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 2, and is similarly rejected under the same 
rationale. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if 
the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter 
pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

(b) This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner 
presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made 
absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention 
dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the 
applicability of 35 U.S.C 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



10. Claims 5-7 and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 



Gross et al. in view of Guedalia (US 6,121,970, issued 09/19/2000). 
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As to claims 5 and 16: 

Gross teaches creating the second display (e.g., providing the user with an enlarged view 
of the local area of interest; col 10, lines 44-47), wherein the second display has a 
magnified display space based on a magnification factor (e.g., the second magnification 
level each comprise a vertical magnification factor and a horizontal magnification 
factor; col 12, lines 56-64 & col. 13, lines 46-67). However, Gross does not specifically 
teach "populating pixels in the second display to form a magnified display." 

Guedalia teaches populating pixels in the second display to form a magnified display 
(col. 16, line 23-col. 17, line 8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to include the feature from Szepesvary in the system of Gross because it would 
have provided the capability for significantly less re-use of the same image portion, since 
the user rarely navigates back to exactly the same configuration. 

As to claims 6 and 17: 

Gross teaches for each pixel of the normal display space (e.g., number of pixels in the 
case of a bit-mapped image are displayed "full size" or normal view; col. 10, lines 4-12). 
However, Gross does not specifically teach "populating adjacent pixels based on the 
magnification factor. " 
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Guedalia teaches populating adjacent pixels based on the magnification factor (col. 16, 
line 23-col. 1 7, line 8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to include the feature from Szepesvary in the system of Gross because it would 
have provided the capability for significantly less re-use of the same image portion, since 
the user rarely navigates back to exactly the same configuration. 

As to claims 7 and 18: 

Guedalia teaches mapping a magnified display space for the magnified portion to 
corresponding pixels in a normal display space for the original document (e.g., A 
rendering of the entire sample document 132, however, is depicted within window 105. 
Only a certain number of local lines or number of pixels in the case of a bit-mapped 
image are displayed "full size" or via a normal view as depicted at lens portion 134; col. 
10, lines 1-12). 



11. 



Claims 8-9, 11, 19-20, 22, and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gross et al. in view of Szepesvary et al. (US 2003/0192026, filed 
08/09/2001, priority 12/22/2000). 
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As to claim 8: 

The rejection of independent claim 1 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, 
claim 8 recites "analyzing a document object model for the first document." 

Gross does not specifically teach "analyzing a document object model for the first 
document." 

Szepesvary teaches analyzing a document object model for the first document (see Tffl 
0034-0036). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to include the feature from Szepesvary in the system of Gross because it would 
have provided the capability for recognizing user interface objects in HTML applications, 
as well as for creating computer programs that accept HTML Document Model structures 
as input. 

As to claim 9: 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 2, and is similarly rejected under the same 
rationale. 
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As to claim 11: 

Gross teaches adjusting attributes of nodes based on a magnification factor (col. 10, lines 
1-12 & col 11 line 1-58). 

As to claim 19 

It is directed to an apparatus for performing the method of claim 8, and is similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 

As to claims 20 and 22: 

They include the same limitations as in claims 2 and 11, respectively, and are similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 

As to claim 25: 

It is directed to a computer program product for implementing the method of claim 8, and 
is similarly rejected under the same rationale. 

As to claim 26: 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 9, and is similarly rejected under the same 
rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

12. Applicants' arguments filed 05/26/2006 have been fully considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) rejection. 

Conclusion 



13. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosure. 

Duvall et al. U.S. Pat. No. 4,428,065 

Mullet et al. U.S. Pat. No. 5,638,523 

Schwerdtfeger et al. U.S. Pat. No. 6,829,746 
Harris U.S. Pat. No. 6,941,509 

Schwerdtfeger et al. U.S. Pat. No. 7,054,952 



Issued: Jan. 24, 1984 
Issued: Jun. 10, 1997 
Issued: Dec. 7, 2004 
Issued: Sep. 6, 2005 
Issued: May 30, 2006 



14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Maikhanh Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4093. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 9:00am - 5:30 
pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Hemdon can be reached at (571) 272-4136. 
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The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



MN 



Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2 1 00 



